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The	 ﾠonly	 ﾠbarrier	 ﾠseparating	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠOpen	 ﾠAccess	 ﾠ(OA)	 ﾠto	 ﾠits	 ﾠ
refereed	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠarticle	 ﾠoutput	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠonline	 ﾠera	 ﾠis	 ﾠkeystrokes.	 ﾠIt	 ﾠis	 ﾠimportant	 ﾠto	 ﾠbear	 ﾠ
this	 ﾠin	 ﾠmind	 ﾠin	 ﾠconsidering	 ﾠthe	 ﾠfollowing	 ﾠcomments.	 ﾠOnce	 ﾠglobal	 ﾠpolicy	 ﾠhas	 ﾠseen	 ﾠto	 ﾠit	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthose	 ﾠ
keystrokes	 ﾠare	 ﾠuniversally	 ﾠand	 ﾠsystematically	 ﾠexecuted,	 ﾠnot	 ﾠonly	 ﾠOA	 ﾠitself,	 ﾠwith	 ﾠall	 ﾠits	 ﾠresulting	 ﾠ
bene its	 ﾠfor	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠproductivity	 ﾠand	 ﾠprogress,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠall	 ﾠthe	 ﾠother	 ﾠdesiderata	 ﾠsought	 ﾠ–	 ﾠthe	 ﾠend	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
Green	 ﾠOA	 ﾠembargoes,	 ﾠa	 ﾠtransition	 ﾠto	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠfair	 ﾠand	 ﾠsustainable	 ﾠprice,	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY,	 ﾠ
text-ﾭ‐mining,	 ﾠopen	 ﾠdata	 ﾠ–	 ﾠwill	 ﾠall	 ﾠfollow	 ﾠas	 ﾠa	 ﾠnatural	 ﾠmatter	 ﾠof	 ﾠcourse.
But	 ﾠnot	 ﾠif	 ﾠthe	 ﾠkeystroke	 ﾠbarrier	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠ irst	 ﾠsurmounted,	 ﾠdecisively	 ﾠand	 ﾠglobally.
It	 ﾠis	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠinterests	 ﾠof	 ﾠsurmounting	 ﾠthis	 ﾠkeystroke	 ﾠbarrier	 ﾠto	 ﾠglobal	 ﾠOA	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthis	 ﾠsummary	 ﾠ
strongly	 ﾠsupports	 ﾠthe	 ﾠinstitutional-ﾭ‐repository	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐deposit	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠof	 ﾠHEFCE/REF	 ﾠ
proposal	 ﾠto	 ﾠcomplement	 ﾠand	 ﾠreinforce	 ﾠthe	 ﾠRCUK	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandate.
Embargoes:	 ﾠAbout	 ﾠ60%	 ﾠof	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠ(including	 ﾠmost	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtop	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠin	 ﾠ
most	 ﾠ ields)	 ﾠaf irm	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠauthors’	 ﾠright	 ﾠto	 ﾠprovide	 ﾠimmediate,	 ﾠun-ﾭ‐embargoed	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOpen	 ﾠ
Access	 ﾠ(OA)	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐reviewed	 ﾠ inal	 ﾠdraft	 ﾠof	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠby	 ﾠself-ﾭ‐archiving	 ﾠthem	 ﾠin	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠ
institutional	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠupon	 ﾠacceptance	 ﾠfor	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠas	 ﾠwell	 ﾠas	 ﾠmaking	 ﾠthem	 ﾠ
OA	 ﾠimmediately.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠremaining	 ﾠ40%	 ﾠof	 ﾠ	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠimpose	 ﾠan	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠof	 ﾠ6-ﾭ‐12-ﾭ‐24+	 ﾠmonths	 ﾠon	 ﾠ
Green	 ﾠOA.
The	 ﾠoptimal	 ﾠsolution	 ﾠis	 ﾠfor	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠfunders	 ﾠand	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠto	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠthat	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐reviewed	 ﾠ inal	 ﾠdraft	 ﾠof	 ﾠall	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠin	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠ
upon	 ﾠacceptance	 ﾠfor	 ﾠpublication,	 ﾠset	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ60%	 ﾠof	 ﾠdeposits	 ﾠthat	 ﾠare	 ﾠun-ﾭ‐embargoed	 ﾠas	 ﾠ
Open	 ﾠAccess	 ﾠimmediately,	 ﾠand	 ﾠset	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠother	 ﾠ40%	 ﾠas	 ﾠClosed	 ﾠAccess	 ﾠduring	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
embargo.	 ﾠ
This	 ﾠmeans	 ﾠthat	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ40%	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐deposits	 ﾠthat	 ﾠare	 ﾠembargoed,	 ﾠusers	 ﾠweb-ﾭ‐wide	 ﾠ
will	 ﾠstill	 ﾠhave	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠbibliographic	 ﾠmetadata	 ﾠ(author,	 ﾠtitle,	 ﾠjournal,	 ﾠabstract)	 ﾠ
during	 ﾠthe	 ﾠembargo,	 ﾠand	 ﾠindividual	 ﾠusers	 ﾠcan	 ﾠrequest	 ﾠan	 ﾠindividual	 ﾠcopy	 ﾠfor	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠpurposes	 ﾠ
by	 ﾠclicking	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrepository’s	 ﾠ“request	 ﾠcopy”	 ﾠButton;	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠreceives	 ﾠan	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠemail	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
can	 ﾠthen	 ﾠauthorize	 ﾠemailing	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrequested	 ﾠeprint	 ﾠwith	 ﾠone	 ﾠclick.	 ﾠ
This	 ﾠcompromise	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠOA	 ﾠbut	 ﾠ“Almost-ﾭ‐OA”	 ﾠand	 ﾠit	 ﾠcan	 ﾠtide	 ﾠover	 ﾠuser	 ﾠneeds	 ﾠduring	 ﾠany	 ﾠ
allowable	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠperiod	 ﾠ–	 ﾠas	 ﾠlong	 ﾠas	 ﾠall	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpapers	 ﾠare	 ﾠsystematically	 ﾠdeposited	 ﾠimmediately,	 ﾠ
not	 ﾠjust	 ﾠthe	 ﾠun-ﾭembargoed	 ﾠones.
Regardless	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠpublishes	 ﾠin	 ﾠa	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠor	 ﾠa	 ﾠ
Gold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠjournal,	 ﾠregardless	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠthe	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠor	 ﾠembargoed,	 ﾠ
regardless	 ﾠof	 ﾠhow	 ﾠlong	 ﾠan	 ﾠOA	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠis	 ﾠallowed,	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠshould	 ﾠ
require	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠof	 ﾠall	 ﾠpapers	 ﾠupon	 ﾠacceptance	 ﾠfor	 ﾠpublication.	 ﾠ
This	 ﾠensures	 ﾠthat	 ﾠeverything	 ﾠis	 ﾠdeposited,	 ﾠas	 ﾠclocked	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠdate	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠacceptance	 ﾠ
letter,	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ60%	 ﾠis	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA,	 ﾠand	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠremaining	 ﾠ40%	 ﾠcan	 ﾠhave	 ﾠ“Almost-ﾭ‐OA”	 ﾠ
during	 ﾠthe	 ﾠembargo.	 ﾠThis	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠpractical	 ﾠcompromise	 ﾠthat	 ﾠhas	 ﾠalready	 ﾠbeen	 ﾠtested	 ﾠand	 ﾠdemonstrated	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠeffective.	 ﾠ
To	 ﾠinsist	 ﾠinstead	 ﾠon	 ﾠmandating	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠor	 ﾠalmost-ﾭ‐immediate	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ(i.e.,	 ﾠno	 ﾠor	 ﾠalmost	 ﾠno	 ﾠ
embargo	 ﾠat	 ﾠall),	 ﾠneedlessly	 ﾠrisks	 ﾠnon-ﾭ‐compliance	 ﾠby	 ﾠauthors,	 ﾠwho	 ﾠwill	 ﾠnot	 ﾠgive	 ﾠup	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠright	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
publish	 ﾠin	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠof	 ﾠchoice	 ﾠsimply	 ﾠbecause	 ﾠthe	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠright	 ﾠ
compromise	 ﾠis	 ﾠto	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠdeposit,	 ﾠand	 ﾠto	 ﾠtolerate	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtime	 ﾠbeing.	 ﾠ
Once	 ﾠmandatory	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠwith	 ﾠ60%	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐OA	 ﾠand	 ﾠ40%	 ﾠAlmost-ﾭ‐OA	 ﾠbecomes	 ﾠ
universal,	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠwill	 ﾠshrink	 ﾠand	 ﾠdisappear	 ﾠas	 ﾠa	 ﾠnatural	 ﾠmatter	 ﾠof	 ﾠcourse,	 ﾠunder	 ﾠglobal	 ﾠ
pressure	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠthe	 ﾠgrowth	 ﾠand	 ﾠbene its	 ﾠof	 ﾠOA.	 ﾠBut	 ﾠeverything	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠdeposited	 ﾠ
 irst.
An	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠinstitutional-ﾭ‐deposit	 ﾠmandate,	 ﾠas	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠby	 ﾠHEFCE/REF,	 ﾠwill	 ﾠalso	 ﾠrecruit	 ﾠ
institutions	 ﾠto	 ﾠmonitor	 ﾠand	 ﾠensure	 ﾠtimely	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠwith	 ﾠthe	 ﾠHEFCE	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠin	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠ
eligible	 ﾠfor	 ﾠREF,	 ﾠthereby	 ﾠremedying	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcurrent	 ﾠdefect	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠRCUK	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandate,	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠhas	 ﾠ
compliance	 ﾠmechanisms	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠcompliance,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠnone	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠcompliance.
Access	 ﾠRights	 ﾠvs.	 ﾠRe-ﾭUse	 ﾠRights	 ﾠ(CC-ﾭBY):	 ﾠOnline	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐reviewed	 ﾠresearch,	 ﾠ
free	 ﾠto	 ﾠall	 ﾠusers,	 ﾠnot	 ﾠjust	 ﾠsubscribers,	 ﾠis	 ﾠurgently	 ﾠneeded	 ﾠin	 ﾠall	 ﾠ ields	 ﾠof	 ﾠscholarly	 ﾠand	 ﾠscienti ic	 ﾠ
research.	 ﾠThere	 ﾠexists	 ﾠno	 ﾠ ield	 ﾠof	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠin	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐denial	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠa	 ﾠproblem:	 ﾠ
for	 ﾠusers,	 ﾠin	 ﾠterms	 ﾠof	 ﾠlost	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠ indings,	 ﾠfor	 ﾠauthors,	 ﾠin	 ﾠterms	 ﾠof	 ﾠlost	 ﾠuser	 ﾠuptake	 ﾠand	 ﾠusage	 ﾠ
of	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠ indings,	 ﾠand	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtax-ﾭpaying	 ﾠpublic	 ﾠwho	 ﾠfund	 ﾠthe	 ﾠresearch,	 ﾠthere	 ﾠis	 ﾠthe	 ﾠlost	 ﾠreturn	 ﾠon	 ﾠ
their	 ﾠinvestment,	 ﾠin	 ﾠterms	 ﾠof	 ﾠlost	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠuptake,	 ﾠusage,	 ﾠapplications,	 ﾠimpact,	 ﾠproductivity	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
progress.
Apart	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠthe	 ﾠurgent	 ﾠand	 ﾠuniversal	 ﾠneed	 ﾠfor	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠ indings,	 ﾠthere	 ﾠare	 ﾠalso	 ﾠfurther	 ﾠ
potential	 ﾠbene its	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠbeing	 ﾠable	 ﾠto	 ﾠre-ﾭuse	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtexts	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠin	 ﾠvarious	 ﾠways:	 ﾠto	 ﾠtext-ﾭ‐
mine	 ﾠand	 ﾠdata-ﾭ‐mine	 ﾠthem	 ﾠby	 ﾠmachine	 ﾠas	 ﾠwell	 ﾠas	 ﾠto	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐publish	 ﾠthem	 ﾠin	 ﾠvarious	 ﾠnew	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐mixes	 ﾠor	 ﾠ
“mashups.”
However,	 ﾠthis	 ﾠfurther	 ﾠneed	 ﾠfor	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠrights,	 ﾠover	 ﾠand	 ﾠabove	 ﾠonline-ﾭ‐access	 ﾠrights	 ﾠis	 ﾠneither	 ﾠ
urgent	 ﾠnor	 ﾠuniversal.	 ﾠIn	 ﾠsome	 ﾠ ields,	 ﾠsuch	 ﾠas	 ﾠcrystallography,	 ﾠcertain	 ﾠjournal-ﾭ‐article	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠ
rights	 ﾠwould	 ﾠindeed	 ﾠbe	 ﾠvery	 ﾠuseful	 ﾠtoday;	 ﾠbut	 ﾠin	 ﾠmost	 ﾠ ields	 ﾠthe	 ﾠneed	 ﾠfor	 ﾠjournal-ﾭ‐article	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠ
rights	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠpressing.	 ﾠIndeed	 ﾠmany	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠmay	 ﾠnot	 ﾠeven	 ﾠwant	 ﾠto	 ﾠallow	 ﾠit	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠespecially	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
humanities,	 ﾠwhere	 ﾠpreserving	 ﾠtext-ﾭ‐integrity	 ﾠis	 ﾠparticularly	 ﾠimportant,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠalso	 ﾠin	 ﾠother	 ﾠ
scholarly	 ﾠand	 ﾠscienti ic	 ﾠ ields	 ﾠwhere	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠare	 ﾠresistant	 ﾠto	 ﾠallowing	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐mix	 ﾠand	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐publication	 ﾠ
rights	 ﾠon	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠverbatim	 ﾠtexts:	 ﾠ
Note	 ﾠthat	 ﾠall	 ﾠusers	 ﾠthat	 ﾠcan	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠthem	 ﾠare	 ﾠof	 ﾠcourse	 ﾠalready	 ﾠfree	 ﾠto	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ indings	 ﾠ(i.e.,	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠcontent	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtexts)	 ﾠof	 ﾠpublished	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠ(as	 ﾠlong	 ﾠas	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠcredit	 ﾠis	 ﾠprovided	 ﾠthrough	 ﾠ
citation).	 ﾠBut	 ﾠfree	 ﾠonline	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠalready	 ﾠallows	 ﾠthe	 ﾠre-ﾭuse	 ﾠof	 ﾠ indings.	 ﾠText	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐mixes	 ﾠand	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐
publication	 ﾠare	 ﾠanother	 ﾠmatter.
Moreover,	 ﾠthere	 ﾠis	 ﾠan	 ﾠimportant	 ﾠnegative	 ﾠinteraction	 ﾠbetween	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠrights	 ﾠand	 ﾠpublisher	 ﾠ
embargoes	 ﾠon	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA:	 ﾠIf	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠdid	 ﾠnot	 ﾠjust	 ﾠmean	 ﾠonline-ﾭ‐access	 ﾠrights,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠalso	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠ
and	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐publication	 ﾠrights	 ﾠ(e.g.,	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY),	 ﾠthen	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠwould	 ﾠunderstandably	 ﾠbe	 ﾠmuch	 ﾠmore	 ﾠ
inclined	 ﾠto	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA:	 ﾠFor	 ﾠif	 ﾠthey	 ﾠauthorized	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐publication	 ﾠrights,	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠ
own	 ﾠopportunity	 ﾠto	 ﾠrecover	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠinvestment	 ﾠcould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠundercut	 ﾠby	 ﾠrival	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠfree-ﾭ‐riding	 ﾠ
on	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠcontent	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠupon	 ﾠpublication!	 ﾠSo	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠpublisher	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠon	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠ
OA	 ﾠ(now	 ﾠonly	 ﾠ40%)	 ﾠwould	 ﾠmultiply	 ﾠand	 ﾠlengthen	 ﾠif	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠrights,	 ﾠover	 ﾠand	 ﾠabove	 ﾠfree	 ﾠonline	 ﾠ
access,	 ﾠwere	 ﾠmandated	 ﾠtoo.
The	 ﾠoptimal	 ﾠOA	 ﾠpolicy	 ﾠis	 ﾠhence	 ﾠto	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠonly	 ﾠfree	 ﾠonline	 ﾠaccess,	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
leave	 ﾠit	 ﾠup	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpublisher	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠfurther	 ﾠre-ﾭuse	 ﾠrights	 ﾠthey	 ﾠ
may	 ﾠwish	 ﾠto	 ﾠgrant.	 ﾠOnce	 ﾠmandatory	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠprevails	 ﾠuniversally,	 ﾠall	 ﾠthis	 ﾠwill	 ﾠchange,	 ﾠand	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠwill	 ﾠbe	 ﾠable	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
grant	 ﾠwhatever	 ﾠrights	 ﾠthey	 ﾠwish.	 ﾠBut	 ﾠpre-ﾭ‐emptive	 ﾠinsistence	 ﾠon	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠrights	 ﾠtoday	 ﾠwill	 ﾠonly	 ﾠ
serve	 ﾠto	 ﾠfurther	 ﾠretard	 ﾠand	 ﾠconstrain	 ﾠbasic	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐rights	 ﾠand	 ﾠprovoke	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠresistance	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
noncompliance.	 ﾠ
Author	 ﾠChoice	 ﾠand	 ﾠJournal	 ﾠQuality:	 ﾠOne	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠmost	 ﾠfundamental	 ﾠrights	 ﾠof	 ﾠscholars	 ﾠ
and	 ﾠscientists	 ﾠis	 ﾠthe	 ﾠright	 ﾠto	 ﾠchoose	 ﾠwhether,	 ﾠwhen	 ﾠand	 ﾠwhere	 ﾠto	 ﾠpublish	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠ indings.	 ﾠIt	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠ
great	 ﾠ(and	 ﾠunnecessary)	 ﾠstrategic	 ﾠmistake	 ﾠ–	 ﾠand	 ﾠwill	 ﾠonly	 ﾠgenerate	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠresistance	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
policy	 ﾠfailure	 ﾠ–	 ﾠto	 ﾠtry	 ﾠto	 ﾠforce	 ﾠscientists	 ﾠand	 ﾠscholars	 ﾠto	 ﾠchoose	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠbased	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠjournal’s	 ﾠ
economic	 ﾠmodel	 ﾠ(subscription	 ﾠor	 ﾠGold),	 ﾠlicensing	 ﾠpolicy	 ﾠ(CC-ﾭ‐BY)	 ﾠor	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠlength	 ﾠinstead	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠjournal’s	 ﾠquality	 ﾠand	 ﾠsuitability.	 ﾠ
Journals	 ﾠearn	 ﾠquality	 ﾠtrack-ﾭ‐records	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠbasis	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠlevel	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐review	 ﾠstandards	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ
they	 ﾠmaintain.	 ﾠResearchers	 ﾠ–	 ﾠas	 ﾠwell	 ﾠas	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠand	 ﾠfunders	 ﾠ–	 ﾠwant	 ﾠto	 ﾠmeet	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
highest	 ﾠquality	 ﾠstandards	 ﾠthey	 ﾠcan.	 ﾠAnd	 ﾠusers	 ﾠrely	 ﾠon	 ﾠthem	 ﾠto	 ﾠjudge	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠwork	 ﾠis	 ﾠof	 ﾠsuf icient	 ﾠ
quality	 ﾠto	 ﾠrisk	 ﾠinvesting	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠscarce	 ﾠtime	 ﾠand	 ﾠresources	 ﾠinto	 ﾠreading,	 ﾠusing,	 ﾠand	 ﾠtrying	 ﾠto	 ﾠapply	 ﾠ
and	 ﾠbuild	 ﾠupon.	 ﾠUnreliable	 ﾠand	 ﾠinvalid	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠcan	 ﾠretard	 ﾠproductivity	 ﾠand	 ﾠprogress	 ﾠjust	 ﾠas	 ﾠ
surely	 ﾠas	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐denial	 ﾠcan.
The	 ﾠonly	 ﾠrequirement	 ﾠof	 ﾠan	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
 inal	 ﾠdraft,	 ﾠwith	 ﾠas	 ﾠshort	 ﾠan	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠon	 ﾠOA	 ﾠas	 ﾠfeasible,	 ﾠand	 ﾠas	 ﾠmany	 ﾠre-ﾭuse	 ﾠ
rights	 ﾠas	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠcan	 ﾠand	 ﾠwishes	 ﾠto	 ﾠallow.	 ﾠNo	 ﾠrestriction	 ﾠon	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠ
choice,	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠbased	 ﾠon	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠquality-ﾭstandards	 ﾠalone.
Gold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠand	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠleft	 ﾠas	 ﾠoptions	 ﾠfor	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠto	 ﾠchoose	 ﾠif	 ﾠand	 ﾠwhen	 ﾠthey	 ﾠwish.	 ﾠThey	 ﾠ
will	 ﾠgrow	 ﾠnaturally	 ﾠof	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠown	 ﾠaccord	 ﾠonce	 ﾠmandatory	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐deposit	 ﾠbecomes	 ﾠuniversal.
Pre-ﾭEmptive	 ﾠUnilateral	 ﾠDouble-ﾭPayment	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠpublishes	 ﾠabout	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠworld’s	 ﾠannual	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠoutput.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠmajority	 ﾠof	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠtoday	 ﾠare	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠjournals.	 ﾠ
Hence	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠpays	 ﾠfor	 ﾠabout	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠof	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠannual	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠsubscriptions.	 ﾠGold	 ﾠ
OA	 ﾠfees	 ﾠare	 ﾠadditional	 ﾠexpenditure,	 ﾠover	 ﾠand	 ﾠabove	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠspends	 ﾠon	 ﾠannual	 ﾠ
subscriptions,	 ﾠbecause	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfees	 ﾠare	 ﾠfor	 ﾠproviding	 ﾠOA	 ﾠto	 ﾠUK	 ﾠoutput	 ﾠ(6%)	 ﾠ
whereas	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠare	 ﾠfor	 ﾠbuying	 ﾠin	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠincoming	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠother	 ﾠ
institutions,	 ﾠboth	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠ(6%)	 ﾠ–	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld	 ﾠ(94%).	 ﾠSo	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠ
subscriptions	 ﾠcannot	 ﾠbe	 ﾠcancelled	 ﾠuntil	 ﾠnot	 ﾠonly	 ﾠUK	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠbut	 ﾠthe	 ﾠremaining	 ﾠ94%	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
published	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠare	 ﾠmade	 ﾠOA.	 ﾠ
Suppose	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠdecides	 ﾠto	 ﾠpay	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfees	 ﾠfor	 ﾠall	 ﾠof	 ﾠits	 ﾠannual	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠoutput.	 ﾠThat	 ﾠincreases	 ﾠ
UK	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠspending	 ﾠ–	 ﾠalready	 ﾠstretched	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠlimit	 ﾠtoday	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠby	 ﾠ6%,	 ﾠto	 ﾠ106%	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠit	 ﾠis	 ﾠ
today.	 ﾠSome	 ﾠof	 ﾠthis	 ﾠextra	 ﾠUK	 ﾠexpenditure	 ﾠ(out	 ﾠof	 ﾠalready	 ﾠscarce	 ﾠand	 ﾠoverstretched	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠ
funds)	 ﾠwill	 ﾠsimply	 ﾠbe	 ﾠextra	 ﾠpayments	 ﾠto	 ﾠpure	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠpublishers;	 ﾠsome	 ﾠof	 ﾠit	 ﾠwill	 ﾠbe	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐
payments	 ﾠto	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠsubscription/Gold	 ﾠpublishers.	 ﾠBoth	 ﾠmean	 ﾠdouble-ﾭpayment	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpart	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠUK	 ﾠ(subscriptions	 ﾠ+	 ﾠGold);	 ﾠbut	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠalso	 ﾠmeans	 ﾠdouble-ﾭdipping	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpart	 ﾠof	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠ
Gold	 ﾠpublishers.	 ﾠ
Some	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠhave	 ﾠpromised	 ﾠto	 ﾠgive	 ﾠa	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠproportional	 ﾠto	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠ
uptake	 ﾠof	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold.	 ﾠIf	 ﾠall	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠoffered	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠ(as	 ﾠthey	 ﾠcan	 ﾠall	 ﾠdo,	 ﾠeasily	 ﾠand	 ﾠat	 ﾠno	 ﾠ
extra	 ﾠcost,	 ﾠin	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠearn	 ﾠUK’s	 ﾠunilaterally	 ﾠmandated	 ﾠGold	 ﾠsubsidy)	 ﾠand	 ﾠall	 ﾠgave	 ﾠfull	 ﾠrebates	 ﾠ
on	 ﾠsubscriptions,	 ﾠthat	 ﾠwould	 ﾠmean	 ﾠthat	 ﾠall	 ﾠsubscribers	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠwould	 ﾠreceive	 ﾠa	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠon	 ﾠ
their	 ﾠsubscriptions,	 ﾠthanks	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK’s	 ﾠunilateral	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payment.	 ﾠ
But	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK,	 ﾠthis	 ﾠwould	 ﾠmean	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠgets	 ﾠback	 ﾠin	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠonly	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠUK	 ﾠhas	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐paid	 ﾠfor	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ(6%	 ﾠx	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠ=	 ﾠ0.4%	 ﾠUK	 ﾠrebate),	 ﾠwhile	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld	 ﾠgets	 ﾠa	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠof	 ﾠ94%	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠ(alone)	 ﾠhas	 ﾠunilaterally	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐paid	 ﾠfor	 ﾠ
hybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ(6%	 ﾠx	 ﾠ94%	 ﾠ=	 ﾠ5.6%	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld).	 ﾠ
In	 ﾠother	 ﾠwords,	 ﾠunilateral	 ﾠUK	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payments	 ﾠnot	 ﾠonly	 ﾠmake	 ﾠUK	 ﾠoutput	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
for	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld,	 ﾠbut,	 ﾠif	 ﾠrebated,	 ﾠthey	 ﾠalso	 ﾠsubsidize	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
rest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld.	 ﾠ(This	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠclassic	 ﾠ“Prisoner’s	 ﾠDilemma,”	 ﾠin	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠit	 ﾠis	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrest	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworld’s	 ﾠ
advantage	 ﾠto	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠcost-ﾭ‐free	 ﾠGreen,	 ﾠand	 ﾠat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsame	 ﾠtime	 ﾠcash	 ﾠin	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
UK’s	 ﾠunilateral	 ﾠGold	 ﾠmandate.)
The	 ﾠoptimal	 ﾠRCUK	 ﾠpolicy	 ﾠis	 ﾠhence	 ﾠto	 ﾠleave	 ﾠit	 ﾠup	 ﾠto	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠthey	 ﾠ
wish	 ﾠto	 ﾠpick	 ﾠand	 ﾠpay	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠoption,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠon	 ﾠno	 ﾠaccount	 ﾠrequire	 ﾠor	 ﾠ
prefer	 ﾠGold,	 ﾠand	 ﾠparticularly	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcase	 ﾠof	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA.
(If	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠinstead	 ﾠgave	 ﾠthe	 ﾠfull	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsubscribing	 ﾠinstitution,	 ﾠthat	 ﾠwould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠ
tantamount	 ﾠto	 ﾠletting	 ﾠall	 ﾠsubscribing	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠpublish	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠat	 ﾠno	 ﾠcost	 ﾠ–	 ﾠa	 ﾠ“subscription”	 ﾠ
deal	 ﾠthat	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠare	 ﾠnot	 ﾠlikely	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠin	 ﾠa	 ﾠbig	 ﾠhurry	 ﾠto	 ﾠmake,	 ﾠbecause	 ﾠif	 ﾠit	 ﾠscaled	 ﾠit	 ﾠwould	 ﾠ
leave	 ﾠ“subscriptions”	 ﾠhanging	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠa	 ﾠskyhook!	 ﾠEven	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpremise	 ﾠthat	 ﾠall	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
publishers	 ﾠwould	 ﾠindeed	 ﾠfaithfully	 ﾠrefrain	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐dipping	 ﾠby	 ﾠgiving	 ﾠa	 ﾠfull	 ﾠrebate	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
UK	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠGold	 ﾠby	 ﾠreducing	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠby	 ﾠ6%	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠvery	 ﾠtenuous	 ﾠassumption.)
UK	 ﾠLeadership	 ﾠin	 ﾠOA:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠwas	 ﾠindeed	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠleader	 ﾠin	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠ
2000-ﾭ‐2012,	 ﾠthanks	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcontributions	 ﾠof	 ﾠJISC,	 ﾠEPrints,	 ﾠand	 ﾠespecially	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ2004	 ﾠParliamentary	 ﾠ
Select	 ﾠCommittee	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ irst	 ﾠrecommended	 ﾠthat	 ﾠUK	 ﾠfunders	 ﾠand	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA.	 ﾠ
RCUK	 ﾠfollowed	 ﾠthis	 ﾠUK	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠrecommendation	 ﾠand	 ﾠit	 ﾠhas	 ﾠsince	 ﾠbeen	 ﾠfollowed	 ﾠby	 ﾠ80	 ﾠ
funders	 ﾠand	 ﾠover	 ﾠ200	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠworldwide.	 ﾠ
But	 ﾠthis	 ﾠUK	 ﾠworld	 ﾠleadership	 ﾠin	 ﾠOA	 ﾠended	 ﾠin	 ﾠ2012	 ﾠwith	 ﾠthe	 ﾠFinch	 ﾠReport	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠresulting	 ﾠnew	 ﾠ
RCUK	 ﾠpolicy	 ﾠof	 ﾠ(1)	 ﾠrestricting	 ﾠUK	 ﾠauthors’	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠchoice,	 ﾠ(2)	 ﾠdowngrading	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA,	 ﾠand	 ﾠ(3)	 ﾠ
preferring	 ﾠand	 ﾠfunding	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠand	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY,	 ﾠwhen	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠwas	 ﾠreally	 ﾠneeded	 ﾠwas	 ﾠonly	 ﾠa	 ﾠ(cost-ﾭ‐free)	 ﾠ
upgrading	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠRCUK	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠmonitoring	 ﾠand	 ﾠassurance	 ﾠmechanism	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA.
Fortunately,	 ﾠHEFCE/REF	 ﾠhas	 ﾠnow	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠprecisely	 ﾠthe	 ﾠupgraded	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠ
mechanism	 ﾠthat	 ﾠcan	 ﾠonce	 ﾠagain	 ﾠearn	 ﾠback	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK’s	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠleadership	 ﾠrole	 ﾠin	 ﾠOA:	 ﾠ
In	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠeligible	 ﾠfor	 ﾠsubmission	 ﾠfor	 ﾠREF	 ﾠ2020,	 ﾠall	 ﾠpeer-ﾭreviewed	 ﾠ
journal	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠdeposited	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor’s	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepository	 ﾠ
immediately	 ﾠupon	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠ(not	 ﾠretrospectively),	 ﾠregardless	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠ
they	 ﾠare	 ﾠpublished	 ﾠin	 ﾠa	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠor	 ﾠa	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠjournal,	 ﾠ
regardless	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠlicense	 ﾠis	 ﾠCC-ﾭBY,	 ﾠand	 ﾠregardless	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
to	 ﾠthe	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭdeposit	 ﾠis	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠor	 ﾠembargoed.
Green	 ﾠOA	 ﾠCompliance	 ﾠMechanism:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠHEFCE/REF	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠ
institutional-ﾭ‐deposit	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠovercomes	 ﾠall	 ﾠthe	 ﾠmajor	 ﾠobstacles	 ﾠand	 ﾠobjections	 ﾠconcerning	 ﾠ
author	 ﾠrestrictions	 ﾠon	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠchoice,	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠlengths,	 ﾠsuf iciency	 ﾠand	 ﾠdisbursement	 ﾠof	 ﾠGold	 ﾠ
OA	 ﾠfunding,	 ﾠdouble	 ﾠpayment,	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐dipping,	 ﾠand	 ﾠ(unavailable	 ﾠor	 ﾠunwanted)	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use	 ﾠrights:	 ﾠ
All	 ﾠUK	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠcan	 ﾠpublish	 ﾠin	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠof	 ﾠchoice	 ﾠand	 ﾠno	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠis	 ﾠprevented	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠ
publishing	 ﾠfor	 ﾠlack	 ﾠof	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfunds.	 ﾠInstitutions	 ﾠare	 ﾠrecruited	 ﾠto	 ﾠmonitor	 ﾠand	 ﾠverify	 ﾠ
compliance	 ﾠwith	 ﾠthe	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐deposit	 ﾠrequirement	 ﾠfor	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠown	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠoutput,	 ﾠensuring	 ﾠ
that	 ﾠall	 ﾠdeposits	 ﾠare	 ﾠmade	 ﾠon	 ﾠor	 ﾠnear	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcalendar	 ﾠdate	 ﾠof	 ﾠacceptance	 ﾠfor	 ﾠpublication.	 ﾠAccess	 ﾠis	 ﾠ
immediately	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ(60%)	 ﾠor	 ﾠAlmost-ﾭ‐OA	 ﾠ(40%	 ﾠduring	 ﾠany	 ﾠallowable	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠperiod)	 ﾠ(via	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠrepository’s	 ﾠrequest	 ﾠa	 ﾠcopy	 ﾠButton),	 ﾠthereby	 ﾠremedying	 ﾠthe	 ﾠRCUK	 ﾠpolicy’s	 ﾠfailure	 ﾠto	 ﾠprovide	 ﾠa	 ﾠmechanism	 ﾠfor	 ﾠensuring	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠcompliance.
OA	 ﾠBene its:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠprimary	 ﾠbene it	 ﾠof	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠthat	 ﾠit	 ﾠensures	 ﾠthat	 ﾠno	 ﾠwould-ﾭ‐be	 ﾠuser	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
research	 ﾠis	 ﾠdenied	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠfor	 ﾠlack	 ﾠof	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠaccess.	 ﾠ
As	 ﾠhas	 ﾠbeen	 ﾠdemonstrated	 ﾠin	 ﾠstudy	 ﾠafter	 ﾠstudy,	 ﾠin	 ﾠevery	 ﾠscholarly	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
scienti ic	 ﾠ ield:	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmaximizes	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠdownloads	 ﾠand	 ﾠcitations,	 ﾠthereby	 ﾠ
maximizing	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠuptake,	 ﾠusage,	 ﾠapplications,	 ﾠproductivity	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
progress.
Gold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠTransitional	 ﾠCosts:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠsecondary	 ﾠbene it	 ﾠof	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠthat	 ﾠit	 ﾠwill	 ﾠeventually	 ﾠmake	 ﾠ
publishing	 ﾠless	 ﾠcostly.	 ﾠBut	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthis	 ﾠto	 ﾠhappen,	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠuniversally	 ﾠmandated	 ﾠ irst.	 ﾠPre-ﾭ‐
emptive	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payment	 ﾠ(subscriptions	 ﾠplus	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfees)	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK,	 ﾠunilaterally,	 ﾠwould	 ﾠjust	 ﾠ
mean	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠwas	 ﾠpaying	 ﾠeven	 ﾠmore	 ﾠthan	 ﾠit	 ﾠis	 ﾠalready	 ﾠpaying	 ﾠfor	 ﾠsubscriptions,	 ﾠin	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
make	 ﾠits	 ﾠown	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠoutput	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ(Gold	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY).	 ﾠThis	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠhighly	 ﾠcounterproductive	 ﾠpolicy.
The	 ﾠUK	 ﾠshould	 ﾠlead	 ﾠthe	 ﾠway	 ﾠtoward	 ﾠeffectively	 ﾠmandated	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
worldwide.	 ﾠOnce	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠuniversal,	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠ
cancellation	 ﾠpressure	 ﾠwill	 ﾠforce	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠto	 ﾠdownsize	 ﾠand	 ﾠconvert	 ﾠto	 ﾠGold	 ﾠ
OA	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠfair	 ﾠprice,	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠfor	 ﾠout	 ﾠof	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠcancellation	 ﾠ
windfall	 ﾠsavings	 ﾠinstead	 ﾠof	 ﾠdouble-ﾭpaid,	 ﾠas	 ﾠwith	 ﾠthe	 ﾠunilateral	 ﾠpre-ﾭemptive	 ﾠ
Gold	 ﾠfunding	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠby	 ﾠFinch/RCUK.	 ﾠ
The	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠnetwork	 ﾠof	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠwill	 ﾠtake	 ﾠover	 ﾠthe	 ﾠfunction	 ﾠof	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐
provision	 ﾠand	 ﾠarchiving,	 ﾠunbundling	 ﾠthe	 ﾠmanagement	 ﾠof	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠto	 ﾠleave	 ﾠit	 ﾠas	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsole	 ﾠ
remaining	 ﾠessential	 ﾠvalue	 ﾠstill	 ﾠprovided	 ﾠby	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐reviewed	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠand	 ﾠhence	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
sole	 ﾠremaining	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠcost.	 ﾠThis	 ﾠ“Fair	 ﾠGold”	 ﾠwill	 ﾠcost	 ﾠa	 ﾠfraction	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcurrent	 ﾠprice	 ﾠper	 ﾠ
article,	 ﾠreckoned	 ﾠas	 ﾠ1/Nth	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠrevenue	 ﾠof	 ﾠa	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠ
publishing	 ﾠN	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠper	 ﾠyear	 ﾠtoday.	 ﾠHence	 ﾠFair	 ﾠGold	 ﾠwill	 ﾠcost	 ﾠan	 ﾠorder	 ﾠof	 ﾠmagnitude	 ﾠless	 ﾠthan	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠ￡500-ﾭ‐￡5000	 ﾠasking-ﾭ‐price	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠtoday.	 ﾠ(Please	 ﾠsee	 ﾠthe	 ﾠevidence	 ﾠof	 ﾠSwan	 ﾠ&	 ﾠ
Houghton	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠGreen/Gold	 ﾠtransition	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrelative	 ﾠcost/bene its	 ﾠof	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠand	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA,	 ﾠ
unilaterally	 ﾠvs.	 ﾠuniversally.)
Brief	 ﾠnotes	 ﾠon	 ﾠpoints	 ﾠthat	 ﾠarose	 ﾠduring	 ﾠthe	 ﾠCommittee	 ﾠHearing:
HEFCE/REF	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠproposal:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠHEFCE/REF	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐
deposit	 ﾠmandate,	 ﾠif	 ﾠadopted,	 ﾠwill	 ﾠcompletely	 ﾠremedy	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ laws	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠFinch/RCUK	 ﾠpolicy.
Embargoes	 ﾠand	 ﾠcompromise:	 ﾠAn	 ﾠinterim	 ﾠcompromise	 ﾠis	 ﾠneeded	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠproblem	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
publisher	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠon	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠoptimal	 ﾠcompromise	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠto	 ﾠinsist	 ﾠon	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐paying	 ﾠ
for	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠGold	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY	 ﾠtoday,	 ﾠpreemptively,	 ﾠunilaterally	 ﾠand	 ﾠneedlessly,	 ﾠwith	 ﾠall	 ﾠits	 ﾠperverse	 ﾠ
consequences,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠinstead	 ﾠto	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠof	 ﾠall	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠindependently	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
whatever	 ﾠallowable	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠlength	 ﾠis	 ﾠagreed	 ﾠupon.
Journal	 ﾠPrestige	 ﾠ&	 ﾠPrice:	 ﾠA	 ﾠjournal’s	 ﾠ“prestige”	 ﾠis	 ﾠbased	 ﾠon	 ﾠits	 ﾠpublic	 ﾠtrack-ﾭ‐record	 ﾠfor	 ﾠ
quality.	 ﾠ	 ﾠA	 ﾠjournal’s	 ﾠquality	 ﾠdepends	 ﾠon	 ﾠits	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐review	 ﾠstandards.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠhigher	 ﾠthe	 ﾠquality	 ﾠ
standards,	 ﾠthe	 ﾠmore	 ﾠrigorous	 ﾠand	 ﾠselective	 ﾠis	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreviewing.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠcost	 ﾠper	 ﾠaccepted,	 ﾠ
published	 ﾠarticle	 ﾠof	 ﾠa	 ﾠhighly	 ﾠselective,	 ﾠhigh-ﾭ‐standard	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠhigher	 ﾠbecause	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcost	 ﾠfor	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠof	 ﾠall	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsubmitted	 ﾠand	 ﾠrefereed	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠthat	 ﾠdid	 ﾠnot	 ﾠmeet	 ﾠthe	 ﾠjournal’s	 ﾠquality	 ﾠstandard	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠfactored	 ﾠinto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠprice	 ﾠof	 ﾠevery	 ﾠaccepted	 ﾠarticle.	 ﾠWith	 ﾠpost-ﾭ‐Green	 ﾠ
Fair-ﾭ‐Gold	 ﾠnot	 ﾠonly	 ﾠis	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcost	 ﾠof	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠunbundled	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcost	 ﾠof	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐provision	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
archiving,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠprovided	 ﾠon	 ﾠa	 ﾠ“no	 ﾠfault”	 ﾠbasis,	 ﾠwith	 ﾠeach	 ﾠround	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐
review	 ﾠservice	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠfor,	 ﾠper	 ﾠpaper	 ﾠsubmitted,	 ﾠirrespective	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠthe	 ﾠoutcome	 ﾠis	 ﾠ
acceptance,	 ﾠrevision,	 ﾠor	 ﾠrevision/resubmission	 ﾠand	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐refereeing.	 ﾠThis	 ﾠunbundling	 ﾠwill	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐
distribute	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcost	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠservice	 ﾠequitably,	 ﾠso	 ﾠthe	 ﾠno-ﾭ‐fault	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠfee	 ﾠ(1)	 ﾠ
discourages	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠmaking	 ﾠunrealistic	 ﾠsubmissions	 ﾠto	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠwhose	 ﾠquality	 ﾠstandards	 ﾠ
their	 ﾠwork	 ﾠis	 ﾠunlikely	 ﾠto	 ﾠmeet,	 ﾠas	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠdays	 ﾠwhen	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐review	 ﾠwas	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠfor	 ﾠby	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠ
and	 ﾠhence	 ﾠcost-ﾭ‐free	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor,	 ﾠand	 ﾠ(2)	 ﾠdiscourages	 ﾠjournals	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠaccepting	 ﾠsubstandard	 ﾠ
articles	 ﾠin	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠearn	 ﾠmore	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠrevenues,	 ﾠbecause	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠrevenue	 ﾠis	 ﾠbased	 ﾠon	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠ
review	 ﾠrather	 ﾠthan	 ﾠacceptance,	 ﾠand	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠreputation	 ﾠdepends	 ﾠon	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠtrack-ﾭ‐record	 ﾠfor	 ﾠquality.
Publishing	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠas	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠcosts:	 ﾠIt	 ﾠhas	 ﾠbeen	 ﾠrepeatedly	 ﾠstated	 ﾠ(particularly	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
Wellcome	 ﾠTrust)	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ“publishing	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠare	 ﾠjust	 ﾠa	 ﾠsmall	 ﾠpart	 ﾠof	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠcosts”	 ﾠ(c.	 ﾠ1.5%),	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
hence	 ﾠthat	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠfunders	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠprepared	 ﾠto	 ﾠpay	 ﾠthem	 ﾠas	 ﾠsuch	 ﾠ–	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠform	 ﾠof	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
fees.	 ﾠThis	 ﾠsounds	 ﾠ ine	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠthe	 ﾠstandpoint	 ﾠof	 ﾠa	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠfunder	 ﾠlike	 ﾠWellcome,	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠneed	 ﾠonly	 ﾠ
fund	 ﾠresearch.	 ﾠBut,	 ﾠas	 ﾠnoted	 ﾠabove,	 ﾠmost	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠtoday	 ﾠare	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠform	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
institutional	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠsubscriptions.	 ﾠWellcome	 ﾠdoes	 ﾠnot	 ﾠpay	 ﾠthe	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠ
subscriptions	 ﾠof	 ﾠits	 ﾠfundees’	 ﾠinstitutions:	 ﾠThose	 ﾠare	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠby	 ﾠothers,	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠother	 ﾠresources.	 ﾠ
Hence	 ﾠWellcome	 ﾠpayment	 ﾠof	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfees	 ﾠ(at	 ﾠtoday’s	 ﾠin lated	 ﾠasking-ﾭ‐price,	 ﾠand	 ﾠoften	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
hybrid	 ﾠsubscription/Gold	 ﾠjournals)	 ﾠis	 ﾠdouble-ﾭpayment,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠthe	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payment	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠby	 ﾠ
Wellcome.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠUK	 ﾠgovernment	 ﾠis	 ﾠultimately	 ﾠpaying	 ﾠfor	 ﾠboth	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠand	 ﾠRCUK	 ﾠ
Gold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfees.	 ﾠHence	 ﾠWellcome’s	 ﾠmotto	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ“publishing	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠare	 ﾠjust	 ﾠa	 ﾠsmall	 ﾠpart	 ﾠof	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠ
costs”	 ﾠcannot	 ﾠbe	 ﾠapplied	 ﾠto	 ﾠUK	 ﾠgovernmental	 ﾠfunding	 ﾠuntil	 ﾠUK	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠno	 ﾠlonger	 ﾠ
need	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠand	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠhave	 ﾠbeen	 ﾠunbundled	 ﾠand	 ﾠoffered	 ﾠas	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠfair	 ﾠ
price.	 ﾠIn	 ﾠother	 ﾠwords,	 ﾠafter	 ﾠglobal	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠhas	 ﾠprevailed	 ﾠglobally.
Disproportionate	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠfor	 ﾠresearch-ﾭintensive	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠand	 ﾠ
countries:	 ﾠWhen	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠare	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠthat	 ﾠprovide	 ﾠthe	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠ(in	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
form	 ﾠof	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠfees)	 ﾠinstead	 ﾠof	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠthat	 ﾠconsume	 ﾠthe	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠ(in	 ﾠthe	 ﾠform	 ﾠof	 ﾠ
subscription	 ﾠfees),	 ﾠmore	 ﾠresearch-ﾭ‐intensive	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠpay	 ﾠmore	 ﾠthan	 ﾠless	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠintensive	 ﾠ
institutions	 ﾠdo.	 ﾠBut,	 ﾠas	 ﾠHoughton	 ﾠ&	 ﾠSwan	 ﾠhave	 ﾠshown,	 ﾠboth	 ﾠwill	 ﾠstill	 ﾠpay	 ﾠsubstantially	 ﾠless	 ﾠthan	 ﾠ
they	 ﾠare	 ﾠpaying	 ﾠtoday	 ﾠin	 ﾠsubscriptions,	 ﾠbecause	 ﾠthe	 ﾠprice	 ﾠof	 ﾠpost-ﾭ‐Green	 ﾠFair-ﾭ‐Gold	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠ
(freed	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payment	 ﾠand	 ﾠdownsized	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠby	 ﾠuniversal	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠto	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐review	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠ
alone)	 ﾠwill	 ﾠbe	 ﾠso	 ﾠmuch	 ﾠlower	 ﾠthan	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcurrent	 ﾠprice	 ﾠof	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠpublishing.
The	 ﾠcost	 ﾠof	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepositories:	 ﾠMost	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠUK,	 ﾠEU	 ﾠand	 ﾠUS	 ﾠalready	 ﾠ
have	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠ(for	 ﾠa	 ﾠvariety	 ﾠof	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠpurposes,	 ﾠincluding	 ﾠOA).	 ﾠTheir	 ﾠ
start-ﾭ‐up	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠwere	 ﾠlow,	 ﾠand	 ﾠhave	 ﾠalready	 ﾠbeen	 ﾠinvested.	 ﾠTheir	 ﾠannual	 ﾠmaintenance	 ﾠcosts	 ﾠ(a	 ﾠ
server	 ﾠand	 ﾠsome	 ﾠsysad	 ﾠtime)	 ﾠare	 ﾠlow,	 ﾠand	 ﾠpart	 ﾠof	 ﾠexisting	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠnetwork	 ﾠinfrastructure.	 ﾠ
The	 ﾠcost	 ﾠper	 ﾠpaper	 ﾠdeposited	 ﾠin	 ﾠan	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepository	 ﾠis	 ﾠvirtually	 ﾠzero,	 ﾠyet	 ﾠthis	 ﾠrepresents	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠinstitution’s	 ﾠcontribution	 ﾠto	 ﾠglobally	 ﾠdistributed	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐provision	 ﾠand	 ﾠarchiving.	 ﾠ(Even	 ﾠfor	 ﾠa	 ﾠ
global	 ﾠcentral	 ﾠrepository	 ﾠlike	 ﾠArxiv,	 ﾠthe	 ﾠprice	 ﾠper	 ﾠpaper	 ﾠis	 ﾠless	 ﾠthan	 ﾠ$7.)	 ﾠThis	 ﾠis	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠwill	 ﾠpermit	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠcurrent	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠprice	 ﾠper	 ﾠarticle	 ﾠ–	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠform	 ﾠof	 ﾠworldwide	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠ
subscriptions	 ﾠ–	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠreduced	 ﾠto	 ﾠjust	 ﾠthe	 ﾠprice	 ﾠof	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠalone.
Finch	 ﾠon	 ﾠrepositories:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠFinch	 ﾠreport,	 ﾠunder	 ﾠthe	 ﾠin luence	 ﾠof	 ﾠpublishers,	 ﾠsuggested	 ﾠ
that	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠfailure	 ﾠin	 ﾠpractise	 ﾠas	 ﾠwell	 ﾠas	 ﾠinadequate	 ﾠin	 ﾠprinciple,	 ﾠso	 ﾠFinch	 ﾠaccordingly	 ﾠ
recommended	 ﾠdowngrading	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠrole	 ﾠof	 ﾠ(1)	 ﾠdata-ﾭ‐archiving,	 ﾠ(2)	 ﾠ
digital	 ﾠpreservation,	 ﾠand	 ﾠ(3)	 ﾠlinking	 ﾠdata	 ﾠto	 ﾠpublishers’	 ﾠwebsites.	 ﾠIt	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠevident	 ﾠnow	 ﾠthat	 ﾠ
this	 ﾠwas	 ﾠa	 ﾠself-ﾭ‐serving	 ﾠassessment	 ﾠon	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpart	 ﾠof	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠ(as	 ﾠwas	 ﾠElsevier’s	 ﾠAlicia	 ﾠWise’s	 ﾠ
plea	 ﾠduring	 ﾠthe	 ﾠBIS	 ﾠhearing	 ﾠnot	 ﾠto	 ﾠhave	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠneedlessly	 ﾠ“duplicate”	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐
providing	 ﾠand	 ﾠarchiving	 ﾠfunctions	 ﾠthat	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠalready	 ﾠperform:	 ﾠ“Leave	 ﾠit	 ﾠto	 ﾠus!”).	 ﾠWhat	 ﾠ
institutional	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠneed	 ﾠin	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠsuccessfully	 ﾠprovide	 ﾠOA	 ﾠto	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠis	 ﾠfor	 ﾠ
funders	 ﾠand	 ﾠinstitutions	 ﾠto	 ﾠupgrade	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠand	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠmechanisms	 ﾠto	 ﾠensure	 ﾠimmediate	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠof	 ﾠall	 ﾠarticles,	 ﾠas	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠby	 ﾠHEFCE/REF	 ﾠ(see	 ﾠabove).
Publisher	 ﾠdeposit:	 ﾠPublishers,	 ﾠin	 ﾠan	 ﾠeffort	 ﾠto	 ﾠretain	 ﾠcontrol	 ﾠover	 ﾠas	 ﾠmuch	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
transition	 ﾠto	 ﾠOA	 ﾠas	 ﾠpossible,	 ﾠhave	 ﾠproposed	 ﾠto	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠpapers	 ﾠ(in	 ﾠinstitution-ﾭ‐external	 ﾠ
repositories),	 ﾠon	 ﾠbehalf	 ﾠof	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠauthors,	 ﾠon	 ﾠpublishers’	 ﾠterms	 ﾠand	 ﾠtimetables.	 ﾠOn	 ﾠno	 ﾠaccount	 ﾠ
should	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠbe	 ﾠrelied	 ﾠupon	 ﾠto	 ﾠensure	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠwith	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandates:	 ﾠthe	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠapply	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
researchers,	 ﾠnot	 ﾠto	 ﾠpublishers.	 ﾠPublishers	 ﾠare	 ﾠhappy	 ﾠto	 ﾠcomply	 ﾠwhen	 ﾠthey	 ﾠare	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGold.	 ﾠBut	 ﾠ
it	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠin	 ﾠpublishers’	 ﾠinterests	 ﾠto	 ﾠcomply	 ﾠwith	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠnor	 ﾠare	 ﾠthey	 ﾠrequired	 ﾠto	 ﾠdo	 ﾠso.	 ﾠAuthors	 ﾠ
are	 ﾠperfectly	 ﾠcapable	 ﾠof	 ﾠdoing	 ﾠthe	 ﾠfew	 ﾠkeystrokes	 ﾠof	 ﾠself-ﾭ‐archiving	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthemselves,	 ﾠat	 ﾠno	 ﾠcost.	 ﾠ
Once	 ﾠagain,	 ﾠthe	 ﾠoptimal	 ﾠpolicy	 ﾠis	 ﾠHEFCE/REF’s,	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠproposes	 ﾠmandating	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐deposit,	 ﾠ
by	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor,	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor’s	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepository,	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠupon	 ﾠpublication.	 ﾠ
Institutions	 ﾠcan	 ﾠthen	 ﾠmonitor	 ﾠand	 ﾠensure	 ﾠtimely	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠfor	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠown	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠ
publication	 ﾠoutput,	 ﾠin	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠown	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepository.
Complementary	 ﾠself-ﾭarchiving	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠfunders	 ﾠand	 ﾠinstitutions:	 ﾠThe	 ﾠ
RCUK/HEFCE/REF	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠcan	 ﾠand	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠcomplemented	 ﾠby	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
mandates,	 ﾠlikewise	 ﾠrequiring	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭ‐deposit,	 ﾠas	 ﾠwell	 ﾠas	 ﾠdesignating	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠ
immediate-ﾭdeposit	 ﾠas	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsole	 ﾠmechanism	 ﾠfor	 ﾠsubmitting	 ﾠpublished	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠfor	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠ
performance	 ﾠreview.	 ﾠBelgium	 ﾠhas	 ﾠprovided	 ﾠthe	 ﾠoptimal	 ﾠintegrated	 ﾠinstitution/funder	 ﾠmodel	 ﾠfor	 ﾠ
this.	 ﾠ
Patents,	 ﾠplagiarism:	 ﾠBoth	 ﾠpatents	 ﾠand	 ﾠplagiarism	 ﾠare	 ﾠred	 ﾠherrings,	 ﾠinsofar	 ﾠas	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠ
concerned.	 ﾠOA	 ﾠconcerns	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠpublished	 ﾠarticles.	 ﾠWhat	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠwish	 ﾠto	 ﾠconceal,	 ﾠthey	 ﾠdo	 ﾠnot	 ﾠ
publish,	 ﾠhence	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠmoot.	 ﾠPlagiarism	 ﾠis	 ﾠpossible	 ﾠwith	 ﾠall	 ﾠpublished	 ﾠwork,	 ﾠOA	 ﾠor	 ﾠnon-ﾭ‐OA.	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
merely	 ﾠmakes	 ﾠthe	 ﾠwords	 ﾠaccessible	 ﾠto	 ﾠall	 ﾠusers,	 ﾠnot	 ﾠjust	 ﾠsubscribers.	 ﾠAnd	 ﾠinasmuch	 ﾠas	 ﾠ
copyright	 ﾠprotects	 ﾠagainst	 ﾠplagiarism,	 ﾠit	 ﾠprotects	 ﾠOA	 ﾠand	 ﾠnon-ﾭ‐OA	 ﾠwork	 ﾠequally.	 ﾠEven	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY	 ﾠ
requires	 ﾠacknowledgement	 ﾠof	 ﾠauthorship	 ﾠ(that’s	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ“BY”	 ﾠrefers	 ﾠto)	 ﾠ(although	 ﾠin	 ﾠa	 ﾠ“mash-ﾭ‐
up,”	 ﾠthe	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐mix	 ﾠof	 ﾠwords,	 ﾠeven	 ﾠlisting	 ﾠall	 ﾠauthors,	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠrather	 ﾠlike	 ﾠcrediting	 ﾠbody-ﾭ‐parts	 ﾠin	 ﾠa	 ﾠ
common	 ﾠgrave);	 ﾠbut	 ﾠfor	 ﾠnow,	 ﾠallowing	 ﾠCC-ﾭ‐BY	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠleft	 ﾠentirely	 ﾠa	 ﾠmatter	 ﾠof	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠchoice.	 ﾠ
Institutional	 ﾠvs.	 ﾠcentral	 ﾠrepositories:	 ﾠAll	 ﾠOAI-ﾭ‐compliant	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠare	 ﾠ
interoperable,	 ﾠhence	 ﾠharvestable	 ﾠand	 ﾠhence	 ﾠsearchable	 ﾠas	 ﾠif	 ﾠthey	 ﾠwere	 ﾠall	 ﾠone	 ﾠglobal	 ﾠarchive.	 ﾠ
So	 ﾠit	 ﾠdoes	 ﾠnot	 ﾠmatter	 ﾠtechnically	 ﾠor	 ﾠfunctionally	 ﾠwhere	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠare	 ﾠdeposited,	 ﾠas	 ﾠlong	 ﾠas	 ﾠthey	 ﾠ
are	 ﾠdeposited	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠ(and	 ﾠmade	 ﾠOA).	 ﾠBut	 ﾠit	 ﾠmatters	 ﾠa	 ﾠgreat	 ﾠdeal	 ﾠstrategically	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
effectiveness	 ﾠof	 ﾠmandates,	 ﾠfor	 ﾠcompliance	 ﾠveri ication,	 ﾠand	 ﾠto	 ﾠminimize	 ﾠauthor	 ﾠkeystrokes,	 ﾠ
effort	 ﾠand	 ﾠhence	 ﾠresistance	 ﾠand	 ﾠresentment	 ﾠ–	 ﾠthat	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠshould	 ﾠrequire	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠdeposit	 ﾠ
(and	 ﾠjust	 ﾠonce).	 ﾠOnce,	 ﾠdeposited,	 ﾠthe	 ﾠmetadata	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠautomatically	 ﾠexported	 ﾠto	 ﾠor	 ﾠharvested	 ﾠ
by	 ﾠother	 ﾠrepositories,	 ﾠso	 ﾠthey	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠsearched	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠcentral-ﾭ‐repository	 ﾠlevel	 ﾠfor	 ﾠa	 ﾠdiscipline,	 ﾠ
nation,	 ﾠor	 ﾠglobally.
“Evidence	 ﾠof	 ﾠharm”:	 ﾠPublishers	 ﾠoften	 ﾠspeak	 ﾠof	 ﾠrepositories	 ﾠand	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠself-ﾭ‐archiving	 ﾠ
in	 ﾠterms	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpresence	 ﾠor	 ﾠabsence	 ﾠof	 ﾠ“harm.”	 ﾠBut	 ﾠone	 ﾠmust	 ﾠask	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠ“harm”	 ﾠmeans	 ﾠin	 ﾠthis	 ﾠ
context:	 ﾠIncreased	 ﾠaccess,	 ﾠdownloads	 ﾠand	 ﾠcitations	 ﾠoverall	 ﾠare	 ﾠcertainly	 ﾠnot	 ﾠevidence	 ﾠof	 ﾠharm	 ﾠ
-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠto	 ﾠresearch,	 ﾠresearchers,	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠinstitutions,	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠfunders,	 ﾠR&D	 ﾠbusinesses	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtax-ﾭ‐paying	 ﾠ
public	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠquite	 ﾠthe	 ﾠcontrary,	 ﾠirrespective	 ﾠof	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠthe	 ﾠincrease	 ﾠusage	 ﾠoccurs	 ﾠat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
publisher’s	 ﾠwebsite	 ﾠor	 ﾠinstitutional	 ﾠrepositories.	 ﾠNor	 ﾠis	 ﾠit	 ﾠclear	 ﾠthat	 ﾠif	 ﾠand	 ﾠwhen	 ﾠmandatory	 ﾠ
Green	 ﾠOA	 ﾠshould	 ﾠeventually	 ﾠmake	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠunsustainable	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠinducing	 ﾠcost-ﾭ‐cutting	 ﾠand	 ﾠa	 ﾠ
transition	 ﾠto	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠfair	 ﾠprice	 ﾠand	 ﾠwithout	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payment	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthis	 ﾠshould	 ﾠbe	 ﾠcounted	 ﾠ
as	 ﾠ“harm”	 ﾠrather	 ﾠthan	 ﾠas	 ﾠyet	 ﾠanother	 ﾠbene it	 ﾠof	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠto	 ﾠresearch,	 ﾠresearchers,	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠinstitutions,	 ﾠ
their	 ﾠfunders,	 ﾠR&D	 ﾠbusinesses	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠtax-ﾭ‐paying	 ﾠpublic	 ﾠ-ﾭ‐-ﾭ‐	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠnatural	 ﾠevolution	 ﾠof	 ﾠscienti ic	 ﾠ
and	 ﾠscholarly	 ﾠcommunication	 ﾠwith	 ﾠtechnology	 ﾠ(bringing	 ﾠnot	 ﾠjust	 ﾠuniversal	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠaccess,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠ
lower	 ﾠpublication	 ﾠcost),	 ﾠto	 ﾠwhich	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠindustry	 ﾠcan	 ﾠand	 ﾠmust	 ﾠand	 ﾠwill	 ﾠadapt,	 ﾠrather	 ﾠ
than	 ﾠthe	 ﾠreverse.
Embargoes	 ﾠand	 ﾠcompromise:	 ﾠIt	 ﾠhas	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠclearly	 ﾠunderstood	 ﾠthat	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠon	 ﾠ
providing	 ﾠOpen	 ﾠAccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor’s	 ﾠ inal	 ﾠdraft	 ﾠare	 ﾠimposed	 ﾠby	 ﾠthe	 ﾠpublisher	 ﾠin	 ﾠorder	 ﾠto	 ﾠprotect	 ﾠand	 ﾠsustain	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠrevenues	 ﾠand	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠmodel.	 ﾠIf	 ﾠthe	 ﾠobjective	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠ
transition	 ﾠto	 ﾠsustainable	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠfair	 ﾠprice,	 ﾠpublisher	 ﾠOA	 ﾠembargoes	 ﾠare	 ﾠnot	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
interests	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠcommunity.	 ﾠHowever,	 ﾠas	 ﾠa	 ﾠcompromise,	 ﾠthey	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠtolerated,	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
time	 ﾠbeing,	 ﾠas	 ﾠlong	 ﾠas	 ﾠthe	 ﾠHEFCE/REF	 ﾠimmediate-ﾭdeposit	 ﾠmandate	 ﾠproposal	 ﾠis	 ﾠadopted.
Redirecting	 ﾠfunds:	 ﾠIt	 ﾠis	 ﾠpremature	 ﾠto	 ﾠspeak	 ﾠof	 ﾠ“redirecting	 ﾠfunds”	 ﾠfrom	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠ
payment	 ﾠto	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠpayment.	 ﾠJournal	 ﾠsubscriptions	 ﾠcannot	 ﾠbe	 ﾠcancelled	 ﾠuntil	 ﾠthe	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠ
articles	 ﾠare	 ﾠaccessible	 ﾠin	 ﾠanother	 ﾠway.	 ﾠThat	 ﾠother	 ﾠway	 ﾠis	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA.	 ﾠHence	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠ
universally	 ﾠmandated	 ﾠ irst.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠalternative	 ﾠis	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐payment	 ﾠand	 ﾠdouble-ﾭ‐dipping	 ﾠ(see	 ﾠabove).
Added	 ﾠvalue:	 ﾠ	 ﾠThe	 ﾠvalues	 ﾠadded	 ﾠby	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠto	 ﾠthe	 ﾠauthor’s	 ﾠun-ﾭ‐refereed	 ﾠdraft	 ﾠare:	 ﾠ(1)	 ﾠ
peer-ﾭ‐review,	 ﾠ(2)	 ﾠcopy-ﾭ‐editing,	 ﾠ(3)	 ﾠformatting	 ﾠ&	 ﾠtagging,	 ﾠ(4)	 ﾠprint	 ﾠedition,	 ﾠ(5)	 ﾠonline	 ﾠPDF	 ﾠ
edition,	 ﾠ(6)	 ﾠaccess-ﾭ‐provision,	 ﾠ(7)	 ﾠarchiving.	 ﾠOnce	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠOA	 ﾠis	 ﾠuniversally	 ﾠmandated,	 ﾠ(3)	 ﾠ–	 ﾠ(7)	 ﾠ
become	 ﾠobsolete.	 ﾠIt	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠclear	 ﾠhow	 ﾠmuch	 ﾠcopy-ﾭ‐editing	 ﾠ(2)	 ﾠis	 ﾠstill	 ﾠbeing	 ﾠdone	 ﾠor	 ﾠneeded.	 ﾠSo	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
only	 ﾠremaining	 ﾠessential	 ﾠpost-ﾭ‐Green	 ﾠfunction	 ﾠof	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐reviewed	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠpublishing	 ﾠis	 ﾠthe	 ﾠ
service	 ﾠof	 ﾠpeer	 ﾠreview	 ﾠ(1).	 ﾠThis	 ﾠis	 ﾠwhat	 ﾠcan	 ﾠbe	 ﾠpaid	 ﾠfor	 ﾠas	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA,	 ﾠat	 ﾠa	 ﾠfair,	 ﾠsustainable	 ﾠpost-ﾭ‐
Green	 ﾠprice.
Hybrid	 ﾠgold	 ﾠand	 ﾠembargo:	 ﾠOne	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠperverse	 ﾠeffects	 ﾠof	 ﾠthe	 ﾠFinch	 ﾠreport’s	 ﾠ
recommendation	 ﾠto	 ﾠrequire	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠto	 ﾠpick	 ﾠand	 ﾠpay	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGold	 ﾠOA	 ﾠif	 ﾠa	 ﾠjournal	 ﾠoffers	 ﾠit	 ﾠis	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
encourage	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠpublishers	 ﾠto	 ﾠoffer	 ﾠhybrid	 ﾠGold	 ﾠas	 ﾠan	 ﾠoption	 ﾠand	 ﾠto	 ﾠadopt	 ﾠand	 ﾠlengthen	 ﾠ
Green	 ﾠOA	 ﾠembargo	 ﾠperiods	 ﾠbeyond	 ﾠthe	 ﾠallowable	 ﾠlimit,	 ﾠso	 ﾠas	 ﾠto	 ﾠmake	 ﾠsure	 ﾠthat	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠmust	 ﾠ
pick	 ﾠand	 ﾠpay	 ﾠfor	 ﾠGold.	 ﾠThis	 ﾠis	 ﾠwhy	 ﾠthe	 ﾠGreen	 ﾠoption	 ﾠmust	 ﾠalways	 ﾠbe	 ﾠallowed	 ﾠand	 ﾠmandates	 ﾠ
must	 ﾠnot	 ﾠbe	 ﾠdraconian.
Open	 ﾠdata	 ﾠvs	 ﾠarticle	 ﾠaccess:	 ﾠIt	 ﾠis	 ﾠa	 ﾠmisunderstanding	 ﾠas	 ﾠwell	 ﾠas	 ﾠa	 ﾠstrategic	 ﾠmistake	 ﾠto	 ﾠ
con late	 ﾠopen	 ﾠdata	 ﾠand	 ﾠOA.	 ﾠThe	 ﾠpurpose	 ﾠof	 ﾠdata	 ﾠis	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠused.	 ﾠIn	 ﾠgeneral,	 ﾠthe	 ﾠone	 ﾠwho	 ﾠgathered	 ﾠ
the	 ﾠdata	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠallowed	 ﾠfair	 ﾠ irst	 ﾠdata-ﾭ‐mining	 ﾠrights.	 ﾠAfter	 ﾠthat,	 ﾠit	 ﾠis	 ﾠreasonable	 ﾠfor	 ﾠthe	 ﾠfunder	 ﾠ
to	 ﾠrequire	 ﾠthat	 ﾠthe	 ﾠdata	 ﾠbe	 ﾠmade	 ﾠopen	 ﾠfor	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐use.	 ﾠBut	 ﾠarticles	 ﾠare	 ﾠnot	 ﾠdata,	 ﾠand	 ﾠauthors	 ﾠmust	 ﾠbe	 ﾠ
allowed	 ﾠto	 ﾠdecide	 ﾠwhether	 ﾠor	 ﾠnot	 ﾠto	 ﾠallow	 ﾠtheir	 ﾠtext	 ﾠto	 ﾠbe	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐used.	 ﾠ(The	 ﾠ indings	 ﾠand	 ﾠideas	 ﾠcan	 ﾠ
of	 ﾠcourse	 ﾠalways	 ﾠbe	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐used,	 ﾠwith	 ﾠacknowledgement;	 ﾠbut	 ﾠthat	 ﾠis	 ﾠnot	 ﾠthe	 ﾠsame	 ﾠthing	 ﾠas	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐using,	 ﾠ
re-ﾭ‐mixing	 ﾠor	 ﾠre-ﾭ‐publishing	 ﾠthe	 ﾠverbatim	 ﾠtext	 ﾠitself.)
Discipline	 ﾠdifferences:	 ﾠThere	 ﾠmay	 ﾠbe	 ﾠdiscipline	 ﾠdifferences	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠlength	 ﾠof	 ﾠOA	 ﾠ
embargo	 ﾠneeded	 ﾠto	 ﾠsustain	 ﾠsubscriptions,	 ﾠbut	 ﾠthere	 ﾠare	 ﾠno	 ﾠdiscipline	 ﾠdifferences	 ﾠin	 ﾠthe	 ﾠneed	 ﾠ
for	 ﾠfree	 ﾠonline	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠresearch	 ﾠfor	 ﾠall	 ﾠwould-ﾭ‐be	 ﾠusers,	 ﾠnot	 ﾠjust	 ﾠthose	 ﾠthat	 ﾠhave	 ﾠsubscription	 ﾠ
access.
“Reasonable	 ﾠaccess”:	 ﾠAt	 ﾠthe	 ﾠhearings	 ﾠit	 ﾠwas	 ﾠasked	 ﾠ“what	 ﾠis	 ﾠ‘reasonable’	 ﾠaccess”:	 ﾠit’s	 ﾠ
free	 ﾠonline	 ﾠaccess	 ﾠto	 ﾠpeer-ﾭ‐reviewed	 ﾠresearch,	 ﾠimmediately	 ﾠupon	 ﾠpublication.	 ﾠ